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BIPARTISANSHIP’ §S 

Not long ago former Presi- 
dent Eisenhower had a pow-wow 
with former members of his 
administration. The upshot of 
the get-together was that 
they would stand behind 
President Kennedy on foreign 
affairs -— would, as it is 
called, be bipartisan. They 
reserve the right to ‘intelli- 
gent criticism’ but not now, 
said Mr. Eisenhower, because 
it is a time of crises and 
therefore what he called 
‘divisive voices’ should 
be stilled. 

Seemingly it has not oc- 


RESULTS 


curred to these men that one 
of the major illnesses which 
afflicts our foreign policy 
is this bipartisanship. Of 
course, there is something to 
be said against purely carp- 
ing criticism of a President 
during a time of crisis. But 
when is there not a time of 
crisis? We have been living 
under what is properly called 
‘crisis government’ for the 
past three decades. So far as 
foreign policy is concerned, 
this business of bipartisan- 
ship consists in members of 
both major parties trying to 








outdo each other in enforcing 
a policy which often does not 
seem to be a policy at all. 
This practice has been going 
on moreor less steadily since 
the end of World War II. What 
has been the result? For one 
thing, always still another 
summit meeting with Red lead- 
ers which manages to wind up, 
at most, with more territory 
and people falling under Red 
rule and, at least, with a 
propaganda victory for the 
Reds. That’s one result of 
so-called bipartisanship, to 
which we might add a commun- 
ist regime on our very door- 
step in Cuba. 

Another result has been a 
foreign giveaway program that 
gets bigger and more permanent 
all the time. The burden on 
the American taxpayer is now 
close to 90 billion dollars. 


REVOLT ON THE CAMPUS 


While we have had our eyes 
onall sorts of world troubles 
some strange, wonderful, and 
also not so wonderful things 
have been going on in the 
academic world. We have men- 
tioned before what has come 
to be known as the revolt on 
the campus. It is, glory be, 
a conservative revolt, and it 
is taking place primarily 
among American college stu- 
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And while this inconceivable 
sum has been flung around the 
earth by both Democrats and 
Republicans, the Red shadow 
has fallen over more and 
more of the globe 

Still another result of bi- 
partisanship has been an end- 
less gabfest in Geneva with 
the Red leaders on banning the 
testing of nuclear weapons. 
This is the perfect situation 
for the Soviet bosses. If they 
are secretly testing, the 
longer they can keep us talk- 
ing the better — for them. 

It looks as though what 
America needs is not more 
bipartisanship in foreign 
policy, but a knock-down-and- 
drag-out debate on a sound 
foreign policy in the interest 
of the United States, regard- 
less of what the rest of the 
world thinks about it. 


dents. It is exemplified in 
the dynamic and vigorous 
organization called Young 
Americans for Freedom, as 
well as numerous other con- 
servative clubs, anti-commun- 
ist movements and similar 
activities on college campuses 
all over the country. Even 
the generally ‘liberal’ -con- 
trolled press and magazines 
are forced to notice this 
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henbilie resurgence of fmeri- 
canism among college youth. 
What is it that these 
serious-minded young Americans 
are in revolt against? They 
are in revolt against the 
deadening, one-sided, and 
uninspiring ‘liberal’ -leftist 
philosophy and teaching which 
are standard among so many 
college faculties. These stu- 
dents see a vicious system 
like communism and its weak- 
kneed sisters like socialism, 
the welfare-state — all head- 
ing up in ever bigger and 
omnipotent government-threat- 
ening the political, economic 
and cultural freedom which 
has made the United States a 
good place to live and work, 
and a great place to love and 


defend. But what do they get 
from many of their professors 
and teachers? A watered-down 
leftism, an interpretation 
of all events from the stand- 
point of nice-nelly socialism 
if not worse, and an ivory- 
tower flabbiness which looks 
upon communism as merely 
another political system - 
rather than the conspiracy it 
is — that can be lived with, 
dealt with, co-existed with. 
The students seldom, save 
here and there, get from their 
college faculties the inspir- 
ing story of the meaning of 
America: the free society 
which the American Constitu- 
tion brought about, and the 
good life which the American 
private enterprise system 
made possible. The students 
have had to turn to organiza- 
tions and publications outside 
the campus to get the facts. 
Now that they are getting 
them, they rightly feel they 
are being cheated and deceiv- 
ed by too many of their 
college faculties. 

This ‘liberal’ conformity 
among college teachers some- 
times goes so far to the Left 
as to parrot the communist 
line. A good example was a 
recent plea to the President, 
drafted by members of the 
Harvard University faculty, 
that he deal with Fidel 








Castro’s communist regime in 
Cuba by being nice to Castro. 
The conformity naturally has 
its adherents among brain- 
washed students who in many 
cases control campus publica- 
tions. A student publication 
called the Arrow at Hunter 
College in New York cheers 
the fact that there will now 
be allowed on the campus 
speakers who were convicted 
of advocating the violent 
overthrow of the government. 
Hunter College, incidentally, 
is the largest tax-supported 
women’s college in America. 


‘LIBERAL’ FREEDOM 


But even worse is the fact 
that this reactionary con- 
formity on the part of the 
‘liberals’ -— which would inm- 
mobilize the student mind 
against any but their own 
views — affects even moderate 
college administrations. For 
instance, there is a junior 
college in Nassau County, New 
York, called Nassau Community 
College. It is supported one- 
third by the taxpayers of New 
York State, one-third by the 
county, and one-third by 
student fees. The head of the 
college is a former army com- 
mander who by no stretch of 
the imagination can be called 
either pro-communist or even 


But its student publication 
tells students how to commit 
civil disobedience by fighting 
against civil defense alerts. 
The Columbia University stu- 
dent paper, the Spectator, 
thinks Castro has ‘drifted 
closer to communism’ as it 
puts it, because the United 
States has not been concilia- 
tory enough! The Barnard 
College Bulletin parrots the 
‘liberal’-leftist - and com- 
munist — line by denouncing 
the House UnAmerican Activi- 
ties Committee. 


‘liberal.’ The same is prob- 
ably trueof other administra- 
tive officials. Yet they seem 
to have accepted the ‘liberal’ 
definition of academic free- 
dom which goes something like 
this: Freedom for me and my 
views, but not for you. The 
college has refused to renew 
the contracts of two young 
instructors. The usual excuse 
- that they do not come up to 
the academic standards of the 
college - was given for not 
rehiring them. But there is 
good reason to believe that 
this is a trumped-up charge 
and that the real reason for 
their dismissal is that they 
were faculty advisers of the 


college’s Conservative Club 
which is affiliated with 
Young Americans for Freedom. 
And it is interesting to note 
that in the case of one of 
the dismissals, the Social 
Sciences department of the 
college, with six teachers, 
is now left without a single 
teacher to present the con- 
servative viewpoint to the 
students. Yes, there was only 
one. But despite the fact that 
there is a long, hard fight 
ahead on the college cam- 
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puses for true academic free- 
dom, the air is certainly a 
lot fresher than it once was. 
Crusade for Freedom, a local 
conservative, anti-communist 
group, as well as Young Ameri- 
cans for Freedom, have taken 
up the cudgels for the dis- 
missed instructors. Once upon 
a time, they would have had 
to swallow their humiliation 
without a whimper at the hands 
of college administrations 
scared by the ‘liberal’ 
bludgeon. 


Foregoing items covered in Mutual network broadcast 5/21/61 
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Book Review 

HARROWING AND HOPEFUL 
SECRET DIARY FROM RED CHINA 
transcribed by S. T. Tung, 

224 pages, Bobbs-Merrill, 

Indianapolis, $3.95. 

There is something to 
restore one’s faith in the 
essential integrity of human- 
kind in this simple and soul- 
searing report of one man’s 
experience inside Red China - 
and in the circumstances of 
its publication. 

The transcriber, Shih-tain 
Tung, is an escapee from Conm- 
munist China where he was 
formerly a professor and col- 
lege president. He came upon 
the diary in a standard 


Chinese novel smuggled from 
the mainland. The novel was 
printed in the traditional 
manner on double-folded paper 
on the back of which, in 
barely legible pencilled 
Chinese characters, Tung 
found the diary. He was five 
years transcribing it, during 
which his children had to 
work in restaurants and hos- 
pitals and his wife in a 
laundry. “But I felt,”’ he 
said, “I had a sacred re- 
sponsibility to the Chinese 
people to get it published.” 
The diary recounts the 
adventures of a young and re- 





spected teacher. Under Mao 
Tse-tung’s reign, he did not 
long remain a teacher. With 
others, he was taken on an 
inspection tour and then ask- 
ed to sign a distorted and 
lying report on the ‘abuses 
of the landlords.’He refused. 
He lost his teaching job at 
once. He went, back to his 
home in the country, where he 
found conditions as bad if 
not worse among the once- 
hardy peasants. He worked in 
the fields; was thrown into 
jail; found a wife and com- 
panion to share his trip to 
the big city to find non-ex- 
istent work, returned homea 
gain to bury his wife’s 
parents who died of starva- 
tion in the midst of govern- 
ment-controlled rice fields. 
But this is neither a 


SERIOUSLY DEGRADED 


depressing nor a hopeless 
story. It tells a harrowing 
tale of the effect of com- 
munist tyranny on intel lec- 
tuals, peasants, shopkeepers. 
But always there is the 
bravery and resistance of 
ordinary people. Even one of 
the young teacher’s liberal 
colleagues, who had urged him 
to sign the false document 
rather than jeopardize his 
career, came ultimately to 
see China’s ‘new rulers’ for 
what they are, and to predict 
that in the end they will 
fail. 

Mr. Tang’s labor of love 
and patriotism in transcrib- 
ing the diary is completely 
successful. It reads like an 
absorbing novel, but the 
light of truth shines from 
every page. - Rosalie Gordon 





“Igor Melek was, as National Review put it with devastat- 
ing nonchalance, just ‘one of the Russian spies over at the 
UN.’ But he was one of the rare Russian spies who was caught, 
a Red finally taken red-handed. So, at least, the FBI and a 
Federal Grand Jury believed; and they were willing to test 
that belief before a court of law. 

“When society captures a member of a gangster crew, it 
must exercise the legal penalties against gangsterism. . .When 
the gangster taken is, apparently, oneof a crew of criminals 
who have successfully defied law, evaded it, and mocked it, 
the duty to prosecute is even more binding... 

“‘But in the case of Igor Melek, the United States gave the 
criminal back to his powerful protectors in Russia. We do 
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not know what pressures were brought to bear on our nation; 
we only know that they were sufficient to mold our laws to 
the will of alien forces. The presumption of many is that 
Russia did the blackmailing. A more probable guess is that 
officials of the UN did not want public investigation of a 
spy who used the UN as a stalking horse. This might lead too 
many people to wonder about the other Russian spies over 
at the UN... 

‘Do we run our own affairs, or don’t we? When political 
interests so blatantly interfere with the American judicial 
system as in the release of Igor Melek, the dignity of the 
American courts is seriously downgraded. No reasonable ob- 
jection could be taken to a straightforward exchange of 
prisoners with the Russians; the rules of warfare permit it. 
But no such exchange has been described, and a feeling per- 
sists that Mr. Kennedy has abandoned more in this case than 
the prosecution of Mr. Melek. He has nolle prossed some of 


our self-respect, too.” — Richmond (Va. ) NEWS-LEADER 


NEW ROBIN HOOD 


“There is an old saying that one should not look a gift 
horse in the mouth. The reason being, of course, that the 
old nag might not have any teeth. Under the banner of the 
New Frontier the good people of this country are being told 
that ‘crade-to-the-grave’ is no longer a phrase that many 
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use, but a dream that can come true...We hate to pull a cloud 
over this pretty picture, but we did think you should know 
that Uncle Sam ain’t no Santa Claus. He is really a new type 
of Robin Hood. He takes from rich and poor alike and keeps 


the dough himself.” — Lambertville (N.J.) BEAQON 
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